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International application No. 

PCT/JP2006/303024 


Box No. I Basis of this opinion 


1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 




|^^| the international application in the language in which it was filed 




1 1 the translation of the international application into 


. which is the language of a 


translation furnished for the purposes of international search (Rule 12.3(a) and 23. 1(b)). 


2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and necessary to the claimed 
invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 


a. type of material 




[™] a sequence listing 




[ ] table(s) related to the sequence listing 




b. format of material 




f | on paper 




| | in electronic form 




c. time of filing/fumishing 




1 ~ ^ contained in the international application as filed 




I | filed together with the international application in electronic form 




\ j furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search 




3. j J In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table(s) relating thereto has been filed or 
furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in the application as 
filed or does not go beyond the application as filed* as appropriate, were furnished. 


4. Additional comments: 
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International application No. 

PCT/JP2006/303024 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis,l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, Inventive step or industrial applicability; 

citations and explanations supporting such statement 



I. Statement 

Novelty (N) Claims 1~6 YES 

Claims NO 

Inventive step (IS) Claims YES 

Claims 1~~6 NO 

Industrial applicability (IA) Claims 1~ 6 YES 

Claims NO 



2. Citations and explanations: 

Cited document 1: JP, 2004-304512, A (Matsushita Electric Industrial Co., Ltd.), 28 October, 2004 
(28.10.04), all pages, all drawings 

Cited document 2: JP, 2004-221691, A (Onkyo Corporation), 5 August, 2004 (05.08.04), all pages, 
all drawings 

Cited document 3: JP, 4-192800, A (Sharp Corporation), 10 July, 1992 (10.07.92), all pages, all 
drawings 

Cited document 4: microfilm of the specification and drawings annexed to the written application of 
Japanese Utility Model Application No. 55/187380 (Laid-open No. 57/109697) (Matsushita Electric 
Industrial Co., Ltd.), 6 July, 1982 (06.07.82), all pages, all drawings 

Subject matter of claims 1-6: 

When the subject matter of claim 1 is compared with the cited document 1, they are different 
from each other only in (1) that they are opposite to each other in the relative positional relationship 
between the coupling portion of the suspension holder of the cited document 1 (which corresponds to 
the support body of the subject matter of claim 1) coupled with the diaphragm and the coupling 
portion of the second edge, and (2) that the fixing position of the second edge is not in the vicinity of 
the magnetic circuit but in the frame. The subject matter of claim 1 and the invention of cited 
document 1 are identical in the other components. 

Meanwhile, the cited documents 2 and 3 disclose a so-called inner damper system in which a 
damper is disposed inside a voice coil. The inner circumference of the damper is fixed not to the 
frame but to the magnetic circuit. Further, the cited document 4 discloses a configuration in which an 
outer circumferential portion of the damper is fixed not to the voice coil but to the slope of a cone, 
and in which the inner circumference of the damper is fixed to a fixing portion provided to a center 
pole. 

Therefore, the subject matter of claim 1 is easily achievable by combining cited document 1 
with cited documents 2-4. 

As for the configuration of the subject matter of claim 2 in which the second edge is fixed to 
an end portion of the magnetic circuit, an internal magnet type magnetic circuit including a pot- 
shaped yoke naturally has such a configuration. Thus, the configuration is merely the addition of a 
design variation. 

As for the configuration of the subject matter of claim 3 in which the second edge is fixed to 
a fixing member provided to the outer circumference of the magnetic circuit, cited document 3 
discloses a configuration in which the damper is fixed directly to the magnetic circuit or to a damper 
board provided on the magnetic circuit. Thus, the configuration is easily achievable by combining 
cited documents 1-4. As for the position in the magnetic circuit at which the fixing member is 
disposed, the selection of an appropriate position for the configuration of the magnetic circuit is a 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis. l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, Inventive step or industrial applicability; 

citations and explanations supporting such statement 

matter selectable as required at the implementation stage. 

As for the configuration of the subject matter of claim 4 in which the fixing member is 
formed integrally with the frame, to fix an end of the damper to the frame is a common practice. 
Further, to form a step portion or the like to the frame for fixing purpose is a design variation. 

As for the configuration of the subject matter of claim 5 in which an upper end surface of the 
fixing member is set at a lower position than an end portion of the magnetic circuit, cited document 1 
discloses a frame which is in internal contact with the outer circumferential surface of the yoke, and 
which rises from a position slightly lower than the upper end surface of the yoke and expands in the 
direction departing from the yoke. Therefore, the subject matter of claim 5 is easily achievable by 
combining cited documents 1-4. 

As for the configuration of the subject matter of claim 6 in which the first edge and the 
second edge are formed of substantially the same material, claim 10 of cited document 1 discloses 
that the first edge and second edge are both formed of urelhane. Therefore, the subject matter of 
claim 6 is also easily achievable by combining cited documents 1-4. 
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Box No. Vni Certain observations on the international application 



The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on the question whether the claims are fully supported by 
the description, arc made: 

(1) The description of claim 1 that "the first edge has a shape substantially similar to the shape of the 
second edge with respect to the boundary between the First edge and the second edge" is unclear. In 
the first place, the similarity relationship between the shapes of two objects is unrelated to their 
relative positional relationship. In the conventional example mentioned by the applicant, i.e., the 
example illustrated in Figs. 3 and 5 of Japanese Unexamined Patent Application No. 1 1-150791, too, 
the roll of the edge and the roll of the damper are substantially similar in shape. 

(2) The description of claim 1 includes "a bottom-equipped cylindrical frame." However, the 
specification and the drawings show a frame which widely expands upward from the bottom surface 
thereof, and describe only a flat dish-shaped configuration. Therefore, the configuration specified in 
the above description as "cylindrical" is unclear, and the description of the claim is inconsistent with 
the description of the specification and the drawings. 

(3) It is unclear which part is referred to by "an end portion of the magnetic circuit" described in 
claim 2. Paragraph [0019] describes the upper end surface of the yoke as an end portion. Referring to 
the drawings, however, it is obvious mat the bottom surface of die yoke and the upper surface of the 
plate are both end portions of the magnetic circuit. Thus, it is unclear which one of mem is referred 
to as the end portion of the magnetic circuit. 
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